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Architectural Survey File 

This is the architectural survey file for this MIHP record. The survey file is organized reverse-

chronological (that is, with the latest material on top). It contains all MIHP inventory forms, National 

Register nomination forms, determinations of eligibility (DOE) forms, and accompanying documentation 

such as photographs and maps. 

Users should be aware that additional undigitized material about this property may be found in on-site 

architectural reports, copies of HABS/HAER or other documentation, drawings, and the “vertical files” at 

the MHT Library in Crownsville. The vertical files may include newspaper clippings, field notes, draft 

versions of forms and architectural reports, photographs, maps, and drawings. Researchers who need a 

thorough understanding of this property should plan to visit the MHT Library as part of their research 

project; look at the MHT web site (mht.maryland.gov) for details about how to make an appointment. 

All material is property of the Maryland Historical Trust. 
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INDIVIDUAL PROPERTY/DISTRICT 

MARYLAND HISTORICAL TRUST 

INTERNAL NR-ELIGIBILITY REVIEW FORM 

Property /Dist r ic t Name: Perrvman Histor ic D i s t r i c t 

Project: Perrytnan Power Plant 

Survey Number: HA-1722 

Agency: DNR/PSC 

Site v i s i t by MHT Sta f f : 

E l i g i b i l i t y recommended _Y 

Cr i t e r i a : X A B C 

o _X_ yes Name Ron Andrews 

E l i g i b i l i t y not recommended 

D Considerations: A B C 

Date 3/91 

Justification for decision: (Use continuation sheet if necessary and attach map) 

None 

The community of Perryman is eligible for the Maryland Register under Criterion A for its 

association with the canning industry in Harford County. Through the last 19th century and 

11 into the 20th century, Harford County was the leading canning area in Maryland. About 

.. half a dozen canning communities developed in the southern section of the county along the 

Chesapeake Bay where the soil was best for growing vegetables. The Mitchell Company, which 

relocated to Perryman in 1917 and was among the largest canning operations in the County. 

Perryman, which was established possibly as early as the 18th century, underwent rapid 

development as a result of the Mitchell move. Mitchell probably selected Perryman because 

the railroad ran through it and because of Mitchell family associations with the area since 

at least the mid 19th century. 

Of all the canning communities which once existed in Harford County, Perryman is the only one 

to remain fairly intact, despite significant new construction in recent years. Among the 

important resources remaining in Perryman are houses built for the Mitchells and their staff, 

the company office, portions of the canning plant, and a few commercial buildings such as 

stores and the post office. The period of significance appears to be from 1917, when the 

Mitchell Company moved to town, to 1941, the start of World War II. Further research may 

reveal reasons for considering earlier periods as significant. 

Documentation on the property/district is presented in: Project file 

Prepared by: Ron Andrews 

Elizabeth Hannold March 5. 1991 

Reviewer, Office of Preservation Services 

concurrence: yes no 

Date 

NR program concurrence: not applicable 
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Reviewer, NR program Date 
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5 M a r c h 1 9 9 1 

to: Beth Hannold 

fr: Ron Andrews 

su: Perryman 
Harford County 

Last week I made a field visit to the Perryman area with Chris 
Weeks. Based upon the historical information Chris provided and 
what I saw during my visit I have to say that I think Perryman is 
eligible for National Register listing, under at least criterion 
A, for historic associations. Perryman's significance comes from 
association with the canning industry in Harford County. 

Through the late nineteenth century and well into the 
twentieth century, Harford County was the leading canning area in 
Maryland. Originally, tomatoes and corn were the major items 
canned; later fruit, to a somewhat lesser degree, became a major 
item for canning. About a half a dozen canning communities 
developed in the southern section of the county along the 
Chesapeake Bay where the soil was best for growing vegetables. The 
Baker, Mitchell, and Osborne companies were the largest canning 
operations in Harford County. 

In 1917, the U. S. Army condemned a vast area along the bay 
to establish the present Aberdeen Proving Ground and in the process 
obliterated the canning communities. The Baker operation moved to 
Aberdeen and the Mitchell firm to Perryman. Both Aberdeen and 
Perryman literally border the proving ground. Perryman, which was 
established possibly as early as sometime in the eighteenth 
century, under went a rapid development as result of the Mitchell 
move. Mitchell probably selected Perryman because the railroad 
goes through it and because of Mitchell associations with the area 
since at least the mid-nineteenth century. The railroad was 
necessary for shipping the canned goods. 

Of all the canning communities which once existed in Harford 
County, Perryman is the only one to remain fairly intact. As noted 
above, the proving ground operation destroyed several, possibly 
about a half dozen, canning communities. Aberdeen has been 
significantly altered in recent years with new construction. Among 
the important resources in Perryman are houses built for the 
Mitchells and their staff, both managers and workers, the company 
office, portions of the canning plant, and a few commercial 
buildings such as stores and the post office. Some of these 
standing resources pre-date the move of the canning operation in 
construction period but they were integral parts of the town 
operation after the canning operation was established. 
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As for a period of significance, 1917 to the start of World 
War II, 1941, would appear to be appropriate for the association 
with the canning industry. Research may reveal reasons for 
considering earlier periods as significant. I am less sure about 
boundaries. The resources are scattered with several non-
contributing resources, generally post WW II resources, mixed in. 
Many of the non-contributing resources appear to be on the edges 
of the district. I think that present-day property lines for the 
historic resources would be a good starting point for establishing 
district boundaries. Enclosed is a ROUGH set of boundaries based 
upon my visit last week. 

Integrity of historic character was an issued raised during 
the review. Compromises have been made over time but I do believe 
that the area meets integrity standards. The community has always 
had a scattered, open look which is still the general appearance. 
Perryman never developed in the traditional sense of a town. The 
railroad, which presently is lined with chain-link fence, is an 
important historic feature, possibly the reason Mitchell selected 
the Perryman site. I do not feel that the fencing or the trailer 
park near the center of the area create enough of a compromise to 
the setting to eliminate eligibility. 





Maryland Historical Trust Inventory No. HA-1722 

Maryland Inventory of 
Historic Properties Form 

1. Name of Property (indicate preferred name) 

historic Perryman Historic District 

other 

2. Location 
street and number 

city, town Perryman 

county Harford 

3. Owner of Property (give names and mailing addresses of all 

name Multiple Ownership 

street and number 

city, town state 

4. Location of Legal Description 
courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. Harford County Courthouse 

city, town Bel Air tax map 63 tax parcel 

5. Primary Location of Additional Data 

owners] 

liber 

l 

telephone 

zip code 

Multiple folio 

not for publication 

vicinity 

tax ID number 

Contributing Resource in National Register District 
Contributing Resource in Local Historic District 

X Determined Eligible for the National Register/Maryland Register 
Determined Ineligible for the National Register/Maryland Register 
Recorded by HABS/HAER 
Historic Structure Report or Research Report at MHT 
Other: 

6. Classification 

Category Ownership Current Function 
X district public X agriculture X 

building(s) private X commerce/trade 
structure X both defense 
site X domestic 
object education 

funerary 
X government 

health care 
industry 

Jandscape 
jecreation/culture 
_religion 
_social 
.transportation 
work in progress 

_unknown 
_vacant/not in use 
other: 

Resource Count 
Contributing Noncontributing 

59 11 buildings 
sites 
structures 
objects 

59 11 Total 

Number of Contributing Resources 
previously listed in the Inventory 

12 
































